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REMARKS 

Claims 17, 18, and 22-33 are pending in the present Application. Claims 36-39 have 
been added, leaving Claims 17, 18, 22-33, and 36-39 for consideration upon entry of the 
present Amendment. 

Claims 36-39 have been added to further claim the present invention. Support for 
these new claims can at least be found in Paragraph [0013] and the Examples as originally 
filed. 

Reconsideration and allowance of the claims are respectfully requested in view of the 
above amendments and the following remarks. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 17, 18, and 22-33 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), as allegedly 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 4,760,1 18 to White et al. in view of U.S. Patent Publication 
No. 2003/0130403 to Geprags et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,872,777 to Adedeji et al., and/or U.S. 
Patent No. 4,654,405 to Jalbert et al. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

The Examiner has asserted that the comparisons and data previously submitted have 
little probative value. In particular the Examiner asserts that White teaches capping with 
polys alicylate in the presence of polystyrene. Example 2 of White clearly teaches this but 
gives no data with regard to embrittlement or any sort of physical property change as a result 
of capping with polysalicylate. White does provide data with regard to the amount of end 
group capping. Comparing the amount of end group capping that occurs in the presence in the 
polystyrene (Table 2) with the amount of end group capping that occurs in the absence of 
polystyrene (Table 1) using comparable amounts of polysalicylate it is clear that the presence 
of polystyrene impedes capping the end groups. Given the fact that polystyrene has no 
reactive groups due to the nature of its structure, one of ordinary skill would expect that 
capping with polys alicylate in the presence of a different component that has functional 
groups would be much less successful, if at all possible. White also teaches that end group 
capping is directly related to oxidation and embrittlement. One of ordinary skill in the art 
understands that the greater the degree of end capping the less the amount of embrittlement 
and oxidation because oxidation and embrittlement is due to the presence of hydroxyl end 
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groups. Accordingly, the retention of tensile strength shown by the examples is surprising as 
it indicates a high degree of end group capping. 

For an obviousness rejection to be proper, the Exa mi ner must meet the burden of 
establishing that all elements of the invention are disclosed in the prior art; that the prior art 
relied upon, or knowledge generally available in the art at the time of the invention, must 
provide some suggestion or incentive that would have motivated the skilled artisan to modify 
a reference or combined references. In re Fine , 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596, 1598 (Fed. Cir. 1988). “A 
patent composed of several elements is not proved obvious merely by demonstrating that each 
of its elements was, independently, known in the prior art.” KSR Int’l Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 127 
S.Ct. 1727, 1741 (2007). To find obviousness, the Examiner must “identify a reason that 
would have prompted a person of ordinary skill in the art in the relevant field to combine the 
elements in the way the claimed new invention does.” Id. Applicants respectfully assert that 
the data shown in White, which indicates that polystyrene interferes with end capping, 
actually teaches away from the method of the pending claims. 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection are respectfully requested. 
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It is believed that the foregoing amendments and remarks fully comply with the Final 
Office Action and that the claims herein should now be allowable to Applicants. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the objection(s) and rejection(s) and allowance of the case 
are respectfully requested. 

If there are any additional charges with respect to this Amendment or otherwise, please 
charge them to Deposit Account No. 50-1131. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CANTOR COLBURN LLP 



By /Patricia S. DeSimone/ 
Patricia S. DeSimone 
Registration No. 48,137 
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20 Church Street 
22 nd Floor 
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Telephone (860) 286-2929 
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